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22nd Annual Through the 
Eyes of  a Child 

2019 Conference Program Agenda 

August 11-12, 2019 
Through the Eyes of a Child 

Oregon Garden Resort 
Silverton, OR 

Juvenile Court Improvement Program 
Oregon Judicial Department 

1163 State Street 

Salem, OR  97301   

JCIP.Program@ojd.state.or.us 

https://www.courts.oregon.gov/programs/jcip 

“Raising the profile and priority of child abuse and neglect 

cases in Oregon courts” 

https://www.courts.oregon.gov/programs/jcip


Program Agenda Through the Eyes of a Child 

(for Judicial Officers Only) 
T

hrough the E
yes of a C

hild 

Sunday, August 11, 2019 
Oregon Garden Resort 

1:00 pm 
 

Welcome & Introduction  
 
Justice Rebecca Duncan, Oregon Supreme Court  

1:15pm 
 

Appellate Update   
 
The Honorable Darleen Ortega  
Megan Hassen, JCIP  
 

2:30 pm Break  

2:45 pm 
 

The Permanency Judgment Update   
 
Megan Hassen, Senior Juvenile Law Analyst, JCIP 
Holly Rudolph, ESD 
 

3:15 pm Legislative Update  
 
Leola McKenzie, Director JFCPD 
Kristen Farnworth, Senior Juvenile Law Analyst, JCIP 

4:15 pm 

 

Visions, Initiatives & Barriers (VIBS) Break Out  

 

• Small 

• Medium 

• Large 

6:00 pm Dinner     Speaker Leigh Anne Jasheway 

Upcoming Juvenile Law Events for Oregon Judges…. 
 

October 21, 2019            Juvenile Judges Meeting at Judicial Conference  

 

November 8, 2019 Tribal Court Visit at Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla  Indian    

Reservation  

 

December 19, 2019 Judicial Summit on SB 1008  

 (Juvenile Delinquency Law Changes) 

 

January 28-29, 2020 Mini CANI (Child Abuse & Neglect Institute) – for judges with less 

than 2 years of experience hearing juvenile dependency cases 


	Hassen - 33 pages Case law outline 2018-2019 1.pdf
	Delinquency
	Aggravated Murder
	Double Jeopardy
	Expunction
	Merger
	Motion to Set Aside Order
	Motion to Suppress
	Possession of Methamphetamine

	Dependency
	Discovery Sanctions
	Disposition
	Evidence
	Inadequate Assistance of Counsel
	Jurisdiction
	ICWA
	Sufficiency of Allegations under ORS 419B.100(1)(c)
	UCCJEA

	Motion to Set Aside
	Permanency Hearing
	Compelling Reasons
	Reasonable Efforts


	Termination of Parental Rights

	uccjea analysis  2018.pdf
	A. Is Oregon the Home State?
	B. Does Oregon have Significant Connections to the child and at least one parent or person acting as a parent, with substantial evidence here regarding the child’s care, protection, training, and personal relationships located here
	C. Has the Home State and all Significant Connections States declined jurisdiction in favor of Oregon, based on inconvenient forum grounds (ORS 109.761) or unjustifiable conduct grounds (ORS 109.764)?
	D. Is there NO other state with Home State or Significant Connections” jurisdiction  or who had that status and declined in favor of Oregon?
	2. Does Oregon have jurisdiction to modify the order?
	(1) If yes, then OREGON has continuing exclusive jurisdiction (CEJ) unless: (109.744)
	(a) Oregon finds that (1) Oregon lacks a significant connection with the child, AND with the child and one parent, AND with the child and a person acting as a parent, or (2) substantial evidence regarding the child’s care, protection, training, and pe...
	(b) Oregon or another state determines that child, parents, and any person acting as a parent no longer reside in Oregon.
	(2) If no, then the ISSUING STATE has continuing exclusive jurisdiction unless: (109.747)
	(a) The Court of the Issuing State determines that it no longer has continuing exclusive jurisdiction because not the child, nor the child and parent, nor a person acting as a parent has a significant connection with that state or that substantial evi...
	(b) The Court of the Issuing State determines that Oregon would be a more convenient forum. (See 109.761 for inconvenient forum factors.); or
	(c) Oregon or the Issuing State determines that the child, the child’s parents, and any person acting as a parent do not presently reside in the Issuing State.


	2. If Oregon has jurisdiction to modify, should Oregon exercise that jurisdiction?
	2. If Oregon has jurisdiction to make or modify an order because of an emergency, should Oregon exercise that jurisdiction?




